
By JAJIICS r.IcCAKTVEY 
Of Our Washington Bureau 
?;.-\SHKGTON.— Is ahe U. S. really 
iailiag behind in fibe sirate^c arms race 
vddi the Sovdet Urnon? 

The idea has been implied strongly in 
recent days by Pentagon reports that 
the Russians may be building a new and 
powerful missile systean to present the 
V. S. with a seiioiis new chaKenge. 

Blit hard facts in testimony presented 
formally to Congress this week paint a 
' somewhat diiierent pdoture. 

The testimony shows that the U. S. is 
stia far ahead of She Soviets in key 
strategic categories — and in fact is 
currently deploying midear warheads 
at a rate three timca as fast as the 
Soviets. 

The Pentagon budget shows that the 
, V. S. is plunging aliead with deployment 
of major new strategic systems on both 
; land and sea — as well a.s contiiming its 
anti-ballistic missile (ABM) program, 
which is a nnclear weapons defense sys- 
tem. - ' . ■ 

Headlines have been dominated by, 
reports of what the Pentagon fears the 
Soviets might or could do — not by 'What 
. they actua'Miy are known to have done. 

Sen, Stuart Symioigton (D„ Mo.) — . a 
one ■tLiTi'-'' ■c* Aicr Fores 

is no noidce in the field — says tibat the 
, Pentagon is engaiged in its annual spring 
■ campaign for a higher defense budget. ' 
"'Many new occurrences inevi'bably 
come with spring,” he tedd the Senate 
with a wTy smile the other day, ineluding 
“warnings of grave new dan^gers to this 
country because of new developments 
in Soviet weaporiry.” 

Here’s fee w'ay the strategic picture 
now shapes up in key caiegories accord- 
ing to testimony by 'Defense Secretary 
Melvin Laird and Adm. Thomas Moorer, 
chairman of-the Joint Ghieis of Staff. 

This, in essence, is what the fine .print 
says: 

(1) —Deliverable nuclear warheads. 
Tills ia perhaps tiui most important 



The Russians still don’t know how to do 
this and no’nody is sure when they might 
learn. 

(MIRV stands for mulitiple independ- 
ently targetaWe re-entry vehicle.) 

Tne U. S. has never said how many 
bombs it plans to build — buit informed 
estimates have run from 10,000 to 15,000. 

The Soviets confinue to have an over- 
all lead in “megatonnage” — meaning 
in explosive nuclear power. This is be- 
cause of the immense power of their 
huge, 2 S-megaton SS-9 missile, by far the 
most powerful in the world. 

Presddont Nixon told fee New York - 
Times in an interview this week feat 
“fee Soviets now have tihree times fee 
. missile strength of ourselves.” The 
■White House explained later feat the 
Presideaif was referring to megatonnage. 
Precise figures are dassified. 

The U. S. chose voluntarily not to try 
to 'ouiid such a big missile years ago 
because sedentists fedt fee power would 
be wasted. The U. S. could stSil do it 
,if it wished. 

(2) — i a n debased initercontiinental 

ballistic missiles (IGBMs). 

The Soviets have a numerical lead, 
but have halted or leveled off deploy- 
imefnt recently -in all' majOi; eategoracs 
— iffidhiding the SS-9 missile. 

The Soviets now have 1440 land-based 
iCBMs while fee U. S. has 1054 — a fig- 
ure the U. S. has m'aintained, and con- 
sidered adequate, for several years. 

But figures on the numbers of .missiles , 
can be misJeading. An important ques- 
tion is how many uudear bombs each 
of fee missiles can carry and how ac- 
curate- they are. 

In this field fee U. S. is ahead. It is ■ 
proceeding to deploy nuclear warheads 
on land-based missiles far more rapidly 
than fee Soviets. . 

The new U. S. defense budget calls 
for a 42 percent increase in funds for -fee 
U. S. Mtoteman III Missile program — 



fee backbone of fee U. S. land-based 
mi.ssile force. 

. The budget requests more than a half 
a billion dollars to 'nuild new Minuteman 
missiles wife multiple nuclear warheads. 

Defense Secretary Laird has said pub- 
licly feat he has irjformation that fee 
Soviet Uiuon is “going forward wife the 
construction of a large missile system.” 
But he (S.dn’t pretend to know exactly 
what fee Soviets are d-oing, beyond con- 
-sruruction work on new missile silos, and 
he iaterpreted fee Soviet program as in- 
dicating feat they intend to m'aintain 
“parity” in strategic weapons, meaning 
equality. 

(3) — Submariii’e - launched missiles 
(SLBMs). 

The U. S. is far ahead in submarine- 
laimched missiles wife its virtua'Uy in- 
vulnerable fleet of 41 Polaris s-u.b- 
ma lines and an o(p-gomg program to 
convert SI of feem to fee much more 
powerful Poseidon. 

The U. S. has 65S launchable missiles, 
compared to 350 for fee Soviets. 

.The Soviets, however, are stTOggiing 
to catch up. They are building sub- 
marines faster than anytiimg' else, and 
■win deploy 50 new under-wa-ter missiles 
by fee middle of feds year. 

Nevertheless, ’ U. S. submarine tech-, 
nology is way ahead of feat of fee So- 
viets. Their submariCies aren’t nearly 
■tt'S ertevSive, -imey stdli no nc-t ha-ve a 
soidd fuel misrilc and are operating -wife 
highly dangerous liquid fuel. 

Laird said if fee Soviets continue 
building at the current rate feey would 
have a fleet comparable to the U. S. 
Poiaris-Poseddeca fieet by 1974. 

But he and Adm. Moorer declined to 
point out that fee D. S. Poseidon-build- 
ing program will multiply the strength 
of the U. Sf submarine fleet vastly in 
this same period it involves added hxui- 
dreds — 5a fact feousands — of nuclear 
warheads that can be separately aimed. 

The Soviets haven’t learned how to do 
this yet, and feus fee U. S. has a ’nuge 



c.itcgcry of all — and fee V. S. has a 
h-age load 'which nobody thiults could bc' 
overcome in fee next decade. 

The U. S. had 4000 deliverable nuciq.ar 
warheads at fee end of 1370, compared 
to 1800 for fee Soviets. 

The Soviets ara braiding — 'but fee 
U. S. is 'ouiLdang faster. Tha So'viets are 
expected to have 2000 'oy miisi-1971 — fee 
vl. C. 4oC0. 

U. S. growth is a result of fee highly 
complex, little understood MIRV pro- 
gram in which multipio warheads are 
being installed on U. S. missiles, both 
laud ,snd sea based. 

U. S. tecj-moiogy ma’xe.s it possible to 
aim each of fee warheads separately. 
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T Tho Russians stil don’t know how to do 

'sau this and nobody is sure whan tihey might 

S. really leam. ' 

mis race (MIRV stands tor multiple independ- 
ently targetabie re-entry vehicle.) 

The U. S. has never said how many 
bombs it plans to build — but informed 
es'timates have nin from 10,000 to 15,000. 

The Soviets continue to have an over- 
iresented ^ “megatonnage” — meaning 

: paint a 5“ explosive nuclear power. This Is be- 
cause of the Immense power of their 
huge, 25-megaton SS-9 missile, by far the 
most powerful in the world. 

Presadent Nixon lx)id the New York 
Times in an interview this week that 
“tte Soviets now have three times the 
missile strength of ourselves.” The 
White House explained later that the 
President was referring to megatonnage. 
Precise figures are d-assified. 

The U. S. chose voluntarily not to try 
to build siidh a big missile years ago 
because sedentiste felt the power would 
be wasted. The XJ. S. could stiil do it 
.if it wished. 

(2) —I, a n debased intercontinental 
ballistic missiles (lOBMs). 

The So-dets have a .nr;merioal lead, 
but have baited or leveled off deploy- 
ment recently in all major categories 
— inciirdinig the SS-9 missile. 

The Soviets now have 1440 lajid-based 
ICBMs while the U. S. has 1054 — a fig- 
ure the U. S. has maintained, and con- 
sidered adequate, lor several years. 

But figures on the numbers of missiles 
can be misleading. An impoitaint ques- 
tion is how many nuclear bombs each 
c picture of the missiles can carry and how ac- 
5 accord- curate they are. 

Secretary In this field the U. S. is ahead. It is 
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the backbone of th« U. S. land-based 
nrissile force. 

The budget requests more than a half 
a billion dollars to build new Minuteman 
missiles with multiple nuclear warheads. 

Defense Secretary Laird has said pub- 
licly that he has ififormation that the 
Soviet Union is “going tonvard with the 
construction of a large missile system.” 

But he dSdn’t pretKid to know exactly 
what the Soviets are doing, beyond con- 
struction work on new missile sfflioa, and 
he interpreted the Soviet program as in- 
dicating that they intend to m>ainitain 
“parity” in strategic weapons, meaning 
equality. 

(3) — Submarine - launched missiles 
(SLBMs). 

The U. S. is far ahead in submarine- 
Jaundhed missiles with its virtoaiHy in- 
vuineraWe fleet of 41 Polaris . sub-' 
marines and an on-godng program to 
convert 31 of them to the much more 
poovertui Poseidon. 

The U. S. has 656 launchable missiles, 
compared to 350 for the Soviets. 

•The Soviets, however, -are struggSng 
to catch up. They are building sub- 
marines faster than anything' eise, and 
will deploy 50 now under-water ntissiles 
by She middle of Shis year. 

Neveithelesa,' U. S. soilbmairine tech-, 
nology is way ahead of that .s-f the So- 
viets. Their submarines aren’t nearly 
as effective. They still' do not have a 
solid fuel missSe and are operating with 
highly dangerous Squid fu^. 

Laird said if She Soviets continue 
budldinjg at She ouirent rate they would 
have a fleet comparable to the U, S. 
Poiaiis-Poseddon fleet by 1974. 

Bat he and Adm. Moorer declined to 
point oat that the U. S. Poseidon-build- 
ing program -will multiply the strength 
of the V. S.' submarine fleet vastly in 
this same period S involves added hun- 
dreds — in fact thousands — of nuclear 
'warheads that can be separately aimed. 

The Soviets haven’t learned how to do 
this yet, and thus the U. S. has a huge 
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margin in one of the most important 
parts of tlie .strategic equation. ' 

(4) — Strategic bombers. 

. Tlhe U. S. has a huge lead in bombers 
as well. It has 517 bombers and is add-_' 
inig to the force, while the Soviets have 
195 and are cutting down. 

The U. S. is also putting $371 million, 
into developing a new bomber. 

(5) — ^Anti-ballistic missiles (ABM). 

The Soviets have deployed four ABM . 

complexes around Mosco'W, 'out the De- 
fense Department’s ofSedai- sitatements 
fail to note that they are corsidered out-' 
moded and ineffective. ' ; 

The U. S. is continuing to expand its. 
Safeguard ABM system. It is building' 
two sites and piians to build two ■ more. 
The first elements would, become opera- 
tional in 1974. The effectiveness of the' 
U. S. ABM is a matter of scientific diis- 
poite. 

Over-all, Laird and M'oorer put grexif 
emphasis bn their fears of eventual 
Soviet capabilities. , 

Adm. Moorer said, for example, that 
he believed it is “fair to say that the 
over-‘aH. strategic balance, during the 
last five or six years, has drastically 
slaSied in favor of tee Soviet Union.” 
“Our comfortable lead has now ®R but 
vanished,” he said, “and within the next 
five or six years we could actually find 
ourselves in a position of over-all 
sibrate^c inferiority, certainly as far as 
4 numbers of offensive delivery vehicles 
'I and megatons, and air defense sj'steras, 
4 are concemed.” 

$ Sen. Symington, however, expressed 
3 skepticism. 

j “One cannot fall to remember several 
t'j comparable spring announcements of 
T previous years,” be said, “. . . in the 
■| early 1950s those thousands of new long 
I range bombers the Soviets were going 
f to build, but never built. In the late 1950S 
* those hundreds upon hundreds of long 
I range missiles the Soviets were going to' 
I build, but never built . . . 

^ • “As a result ... the .American tax- 
payer is currently bearing the burden 
of tens of billions of dollars of additional 
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